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Quantum system dynamics with a weakly nonlinear Josephson junction bath
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We investigate the influence of a weakly nonlinear Josephson bath consisting of a chain of Josephson junctions
on the dynamics of a small quantum system (LC oscillator). Focusing on the regime where the charging energy
is the largest energy scale, we perturbatively calculate the correlation function of the Josephson bath to the
leading order in the Josephson energy divided by the charging energy while keeping the cosine potential exactly.
When the variation of the charging energy along the chain ensures fast decay of the bath correlation function,
the dynamics of the LC oscillator that is weakly and capacitively coupled to the Josephson bath can be solved
through the Markovian master equation. We establish a duality relation for the Josephson bath between the
regimes of large charging and Josephson energies, respectively. The results can be applied to cases where
the charging energy either is nonuniformly engineered or disordered in the chain. Furthermore, we find that
the Josephson bath may become non-Markovian when the temperature is increased beyond the zero-temperature
limit in that the bath correlation function gets shifted by a constant and does not decay with time.

DOLI: 10.1103/PhysRevB.103.085402

I. INTRODUCTION

Realistic quantum systems are inevitably interacting with
their surrounding environment, which induces decoherence
and dissipation. In these situations, one is usually only in-
terested in the dynamics of the primary system. Therefore
some procedure that traces out the environmental degrees of
freedom is required. In the past years, numerous approaches
have been developed to reach this goal, including the Marko-
vian equation developed by Gorini—Kossakowski—Sudarshan
and Lindblad independently [1-4], stochastic Schrodinger
equations [5-9], the quantum Langevin equation [10], the
Feynman—Vernon influence functional techniques [11-15],
nonequilibrium Green’s functions initiated by Schwinger
[16], further developed by Keldysh [17] and Kadanoff-Baym
[18]. For a recent overview of the various approaches, see the
review article by de Vega and Alonso [19].

These sophisticated techniques, on which most of previ-
ous works have focused typically, assume either a harmonic
bath (see the discussion in Breuer and Petruccione’s well-
known textbook [4]) or an anharmonic bath whose baseline
is harmonic [20,21]. Situations where a harmonic bath is
coupled to a nonlinear quantum system have been widely
studied within this framework. It has been shown that cou-
pling to a nonlinear degree of freedom in the small quantum
system enabled to probe many-body effects. The advent
of circuit QED [22] has given rise to recent experimen-
tal efforts in this direction [23-39]. Typically, the nonlinear
small quantum system can be either represented by a two-
level quantum system [13,14,23,24,27-30,33-36,39], which
characterizes the low-energy effective physics of a particle
tunneling into a double-well potential or a Josephson junc-
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tion [23,25,26,37,38], which is a naturally present source
of nonlinearity in circuit-QED based qubits. This type of
system has been studied extensively, ranging from the weak
coupling regime [23], where the junction parameters ob-
tain a small renormalization, to the strong coupling regime
[24,26,27,30,33-42], where an appreciable Lamb shift is
produced.

Conversely, the influence of an anharmonic environment
on a small quantum system has seldom been investigated.
However, the experimental study of open quantum systems
with exotic properties, beyond the usual assumption of a
harmonic bath, is nowadays possible owing to advances in
quantum bath engineering [43]. There are previously works
focuing on spin bath, summarized in the review article [44].
Here, we investigate another type of nonharmonic bath, which
consisiting of an array of Josephson junctions. Motivated by
further technological progress [45], we analyze in this article
the dynamics of quantum system coupled to a weakly non-
linear one-dimensional Josephson junction array (JJA). The
regime where the Josephson energy is the largest energy scale
in play can be treated within the harmonic approximation, and
the JJA then behaves as a set of harmonic oscillators to lead-
ing order. The next-to-leading-order nonlinear behavior can
be well-characterized by the Ag* type of nonlinearity in the
usual language of anharmonic oscillators [25,32,46,47], and
the Kerr effect associated to such a nonlinearity has already
been analyzed [32]. (Here ¢ denotes the Josephson junction
phase difference, one of the two quadratures of the oscillators
with the charge difference.) In this work, we will be focusing
on the opposite limit where the charging energy is much larger
the Josephson energy and the temperature so that the full
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nonlinearity of the cosine Josephson potential must be taken
into account.

Although the strong-coupling regime brings along inter-
esting physics, we will consider here that the JJA is weakly
coupled to the quantum system as a first step to probe the
nonlinear environment. We compute the JJA bath correlation
function to leading order in the regime of large charging en-
ergy using time-independent degenerate perturbation theory.
We show that, when the nonlinear term is present and the
distribution of the Josephson junction parameters is properly
engineered or presents sufficient disorder, the JJA correlation
function decays rapidly so that the chain behaves as a Marko-
vian bath. The Markovianity of the JJA bath provides a route
to find the dynamics of the primary quantum system within the
framework of the Gorini—-Kossakowski—Sudarshan—Lindblad
(GKSL) master equation. To leading order, we find that the
JJA bath correlation function mimics that of a harmonic bath
at zero temperature, with an effective spectral density which
depends on the distribution of the various junction parame-
ters. Since the harmonic bath can be emulated by the leading
order approximation of the JJA bath in the large Josephson
energy regime, we establish a duality relation for the JJA
in the large charging energy and the large Josephson energy
regimes, which yields exactly the same coarse-grained dy-
namics for the small system. However, when temperature is
increased beyond the zero temperature limit, we show that
the dynamics of the small system becomes non-Markovian as
the JJA correlation function acquires a time-independent shift
that we connect to the physics of the free rotors, modeling the
leading-order behavior of the JJA.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we derive the
Hamiltonian of the JJA weakly coupled to an LC circuit from
the standard procedure of circuit quantization. In Sec. III,
we compute the correlation function of the JJA in the large
charging energy regime from time-independent perturbation
theory. This result can also be derived using the Matsubara
formalism as detailed in Appendix B 2. In Sec. IV, we discuss
the temperature driven non-Markovian effects. In Sec. V, we
compute the Lamb shift and decay rate of the damped LC
oscillator within the GKSL master equation framework using
the correlation function obtained in Sec. III. Furthermore,
we also discuss the bath duality relation between the large
charging energy and large Josephson energy regimes in the
zero-temperature limit. We give three specific examples in
Sec. VI. We summarize our findings and discuss future di-
rections in Sec. VII.

II. THE MODEL AND ITS PHYSICAL IMPLEMENTATION

A. General description of the model

Throughout this paper, we shall set i = kg = 1. The
Hamiltonian of the JJA, which we will derive from first prin-
ciples shortly, is

Hg =Y EcaN; — Y Eiq COS @0 o
o o

where Ec, = 2¢%/C, and Ej,, respectively, are the charging
and Josephson energy for junction «, while ¢, and N, are

canonically conjugated variables, i.e.,
[¢a, Npl = idap. (2)

The JJA is capacitively coupled to the quantum system of
interest. The system Hamiltonian is denoted by Hg, while the
coupling Hamiltonian is written as

H =S Z gaNy. (3)

In principle, the system Hamiltonian Hg and the system cou-
pling operator S can be chosen arbitrarily. We will now show
that when the system is an LC circuit capacitively coupled to
the JJA as shown in Fig. 1(a), then the Hamiltonian of the
system and interaction terms are

QZ q>2
Hs = z + E, 4)
Ny
H=QY gN. )
a=1

Here C is the capacitance of the LC oscillator which is renor-
malized due to the coupling to the JJA, L is the inductance of
the LC oscillator and Ny is the number of junctions in the JJA,
while the operators Q and @ correspond to the charge of the
capacitor and the magnetic flux of the inductor, respectively.
These operators are canonically conjugated,

[P, Q] =i 6)

B. Derivation of the Hamiltonian

With the quantization procedure for mesoscopic circuits
reviewed by Devoret [50], one can write the Lagrangian Ly
of the circuit in Fig. 1(a) as follows:

Ny
- 9a+1)2 + Z EJDt Ccos (901 - 901+l)
a=1

1 Y
%F§§q%@

+1C(<I>é <i>)2+lcci>2 L g2 )
2 T 2 2L

where 6, is the phase at the superconducting island o and we

set the ground at the extremity of the chain such that Oy,; = 0

and @ =~1 /(2e) is the magnetic flux quantum. The charge

operator N, canonically conjugated to the phase operator 6,

is fora =1,

Lot

2eN| = — —— = C1D¢(61 — 05) + C1 (D0 — D), 8
1= 50 90 1Po(61 — 02) + Ci(Poby ), (8)

1

and foro > 1,

2eN ! L D00y — Oy—1) + Co @By — Oy 1)
Ny = — = = LCo— o — Va— o o — Vg .
@y 90, 1Po 1 0 +1
©)
Upon making the following change of variables,
Do = 90( - 90l+17 (10)
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FIG. 1. (a) An LC oscillator in the right-hand side and (b) a single Cooper-pair box in the right-hand side weakly coupled to a one-
dimensional JJA in the left-hand side of both figures. The charging and Josephson energies are assumed to vary across the chain in such a way
that the JJA bath correlation function decays rapidly. Here, the stray capacitances between the islands and the ground are neglected, different
from the extensively studied geometry of JJA in the literature [48,49], where the capacitances between neighboring islands are neglected but

the stray capacitances are kept nonzero.

the degrees of freedom for the JJA in the total Lagrangian in
Eq. (7) become noninteracting, i.e.,

Ny Ny
1 .
Lo = 5 Z]cad%goi + X_;Em COS 4
1 i 1
~Cl(® Dy — DY + —CP? —
+5Gi( 0y ¢ ’ s

a=1

ch>2 11
ﬁ 9()

where we have used the fact that 6; = 25; | 9o The charge
operator canonically conjugated to the phase operator ¢, is

1 aL, Al
= .Ot = CaCDO‘.bot + CI (@0 Z% - <D>- (12)

a=1

According to Egs. (8), (9), and (12), the charge operators
N, and N, are related to each other through the following
relation:

o
Ny = Np. (13)
p=1
Clearly from this equation, N, is a nonlocal charge operator,
i.e., the sum of all the charge operators from the preceding
islands. It is for this reason we shall call N, and ¢, nonlocal
variables and N,, and 6, local variables. To gain some intuition
about Eq. (13), we can relate the eigenstates of N, to N,. It
is clear that the eigenstate of the nonlocal charge operators
{Ng}, In1, na, -+, ny;) corresponds to the local charge state
|y, np —ny, -+, AN, — Ay;—1)),» Which is an eigenstate of
the local charge operators {N,}. Therefore, we observe that
a nonlocal charge excitation corresponds to a pair of local
charge excitations with charge quantum number +1 and —1,

respectively. In what follows, we shall work with the nonlocal
operators instead of the local ones since it will simplify the
calculation dramatically.

Hereafter, we will focus on the weak-coupling regime,
corresponding to situations situations where Cy is small. In
such cases, it is natural to assume that the bath degrees of
freedom are only negligibly affected by the coupling to the
LC oscillator. This assumption is in the same spirit as the
celebrated Born approximation, widely used in the context of
open quantum systems, which we apply to this setup in Sec. V.
Therefore, the second term in the last equation of Eq. (12), due
to the coupling to the LC oscillator, is ignored, which yields

2eN, ~ Cy Po@y. (14)
As regards the dynamics of the LC oscillator, we find
Ny
Lo - .
Q= —=C+0P -G - 15
5 = (C+Id -Gy ; ¢ (15)
Then, we straightforwardly obtain

Ny

Heo =2e Y Ny®opo + QP — Loy = Hg + Hy + Hs, (16)
a=1

where Hg, H;, and Hg are defined in Egs. (1), (3), and (4),
respectively, and

C=CH+0a, a7
2€C1 SIEC(,

=1 == 18

8« = e ’ (18)

where &1 = C;/C characterizes the coupling strength of the LC
oscillator to the JJA.

085402-3



JING YANG et al.

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 103, 085402 (2021)

According to Eq. (14), Q,®o = N, and ¢, are canonically
conjugated variables and therefore will satisfy Eq. (2) after
being promoted to operators. Similarly, Eq. (6) follows from
Eq. (15).

When the system is a qubit implemented by a Cooper
pair box, as shown in Fig. 1(b), one can show going through
a similar procedure that Hs = €0,/2 + wpo,/2 and Hj =
0.y, 8&aNy. In the Cooper pair box, o, represents the two-
charge states close to a degeneracy point, wy is controlled by
V., and measures deviations from the resonance for the two
charge states, and € is related to the Josephson energy Ej in
Fig. 1(b). In what follows, we shall focus on the case where
the system is an LC oscillator, as shown in Fig. 1(a)—except
when it comes to the derivation of the JJA bath correlation
function where the details of the primary system do not come
into play.

In the LC circuit case, using the canonical commutation
relation in Eq. (6), one can define the creation and annihilation

operators
bT= /%(q;_ﬁ), (19)
2 Ca)()
Ca)() iQ
=,/ — P+ —, 20
2 < +Ca)0) ( )
where

wo =1/~ LC (21)

refers to the plasma frequency in the LC system. Hence,
Egs. (4) and (5) become

. 1
Hy — a)o(b‘b + 5), 22)

C .
H = —i,/%(b—b');gaNa. (23)

III. CORRELATION FUNCTION OF THE JJA BATH

A. The central role of the bath correlation function

It is widely known that the dynamics of a “small” quan-
tum system (an LC oscillator here) coupled to a large bath
(the Josephson junction chain here) can be resolved thanks
to the celebrated GKSL master equation [1-4], which has
been proven to yield the most general Markovian evolution
preserving the fundamental properties of the system density
matrix. This formalism can be applied to a wide variety of
situations, provided specific conditions are met by the system-
bath coupling. Namely, to ensure that the master equation
is Markovian, it is usually hypothesized that the coupling to
the primary system negligibly influences the bath dynamics,
which is typically the case when they are weakly coupled. In
this context, the total system-bath density matrix is assumed
to be factorized at all times, p(t) = ps(t) ® pg, where the
(constant) bath density matrix pg corresponds to the canonical
distribution with inverse temperature S,

e PHs
= Tre—PHs

While the interaction between the system and the bath induces
correlations between the system and the bath, the evolution

PB 24

of such ansatz is a good approximation of the system dy-
namics coarse-grained over a timescale much larger than the
correlation time of the bath, i.e., the timescale over which
the correlations between the system and the bath decay [3].
This coarse-graining time must also be smaller than the typ-
ical decay time for the system, which is only possible if the
correlation time is much smaller than this decay time. This
coarse-grained dynamics is captured by the GKSL master
equation. The existence of a finite, and small, correlation time
for the bath can be verified by considering the appropriate
correlation function of the bath, a central quantity for the
study of Markovian open quantum systems. The choice of
the relevant bath correlation function to analyze is dictated by
the reservoir observable involved in the coupling Hamiltonian,
which is the nonlocal charge operator N, here. A brief deriva-
tion of the GKSL master equation highlighting the importance
of the reservoir correlation function is given in Appendix A
and the GKSL master equation is given by Eq. (79) with the
coefficients given by Egs. (80), (81) and (82) .

Furthermore, the GKSL formalism can only be used in
situations where the coupling Hamiltonian satisfies [51]

Trg[opHi] =0, (25)

where the trace is taken over the bath degrees of freedom only.
As such, since the coupling Hamiltonian H; acts on both the
system and bath, the right-hand side of Eq. (25) has to be
understood as an operator acting on the system Hilbert space.
When studying an LC oscillator coupled to a JJA, the coupling
Hamiltonian is given in Eq. (5), which yields

TralosHil = Q) gu (Na) - (26)

Here (o) denotes the average over the thermal state pp in
Eq. (24).

It turns out that the expectation value (N,) vanishes as
a consequence of charge conjugation symmetry. This prop-
erty concerns single junctions so we can temporarily drop
the subscript «. Let us define the charge conjugation opera-
tor ¢ such that € |n) = |—n). € is unitary and Hermitian:
€T =€ = €. 1t is straightforward to check that the num-
ber operator is odd under charge conjugation: ¥N% = —N.
However, because of the commutation relation [¢, N] =
i, one can easily show that e* |n) = |n 3 1) and there-
fore €’ (cos 9)€ = cos@. So we conclude that the junction
Hamiltonian H = EcN?> — Eycos¢ is invariant under this
transformation: ¥ H% = H. We then have

(N) = %Tr(e—f‘HN) = %Tr(%e‘ﬁH%%N%) =—(N).

27)
It is then clear that (N) = 0, which proves that Eq. (25) is
satisfied here. The GKSL formalism can then be applied and
the relevant correlation function for the JJA bath is given by

F(t) =Y g.Galt), (28)

where G, () is the correlation function for a single Josephson
junction,

Go(t) = (Na(1)Na(0)) . (29)
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Hereafter time-dependent operators indicate the interaction
picture (Heisenberg picture with respect to Hamiltonian Hg).

B. The large Josephson energy limit:
The harmonic approximation

In what follows, we shall detail the calculation of the
single-junction correlation function G,(¢) and then take the
continuum limit to obtain the bath correlation function I'(z).
The main aim of this paper is to discuss the large charging
energy regime. However, before we head toward this end, let
us first detour to discuss the extensively studied large Joseph-
son energy regime, that is Ec, < Ej, and 8 -1 « E},, where
the harmonic bath approximation can be applied. [25,32] In
this regime, thermal excitations are near a fixed minimum
of the cosine potential and the effect of quantum phase slips
may be neglected to leading order. In this case, the JJA bath
can be approximated by a harmonic bath such that the bath
Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) becomes

1 1
Hp = Xa: [E@Di + ELawggg}, (30)

where L, = CD% /Ejy 1s the effective Josephson inductance—
not to be confused with the total Lagrangian Li,—and w,, is
the characteristic frequency of the oscillator given by

1
Wy = = 2EEcq. 31)

L,Cy

Even though Eq, < Ej, the characteristic frequency w, can
still take values in a wide spectrum. Therefore, by properly
controlling the variations of the charging and Josephson en-
ergies along the JJA, one can still emulate a harmonic bath,
which is usually implemented in transmission lines. The cor-
relation function for a harmonic oscillator is well-known [4],
namely,

G, (1) = -2 |:coth (%) cos(a)at)—isin(wat):|. (32)

4Ec,
Since a genuine thermal bath has infinitely many degrees of
freedoms, we have to find the correlation function in the con-
tinuum limit. To this end, we assume that Josephson junctions
are spatially distributed along the JJA according to the density
v(x). The JJA correlation function is then given by

I(t) = / dxv(x)g(x)G(x, 1), (33)

where the junction number index « has been replaced by
the position variable x, and the explicit expression for the
coupling parameter g(x) is analogous to that given in Eq. (18).
Through a simple change of variables, it is straightforward to
obtain

3] : Bw . .
') = (2_e> fdw](w)[coth <7) cos(wt) — zs1n(a)t)i|,

(34)

where J(w) is the spectral density defined as

J(w) = Xk: a)vk(a))Eék)(a))‘ %‘(w)‘. (35)

Here the index k labels the different intervals I, on which
w(x) is a monotonic function. On each of these intervals, w(x)
can be inverted and x; (w) denotes the corresponding inverse
function. From this, we define

n(@) = vl ()], (36)
EP () = Eclu(w)]. (37)

Hereafter, we will focus on the low-temperature regime where
B! « w(x) for (almost) all x. In that case, Eq. (34) becomes
€1

2 0 .
F(t):(2—e> [0 dol(w)e . (38)

It should be noted that in the large Ej regime where Ec(x) <
Ej(x), the condition 87! <« w(x) implies that B! « Ej(x).

For the extensively studied geometry of JJA, where the
stray capacitances are nonvanishing but the capacitances be-
tween neighboring islands are neglected [48,49], in large
Josephson energy and zero-temperature limits, one can show
that I'(¢) decays as power-law according to Eq. (38), due to
the linear dispersion relation of sound modes characterizing
the lead-order effects of the JJA. However, in our setup shown
in Fig. 1, the behavior of I'(¢) is controlled by the distribution
of the junction parameters in real space, rather than the sound
modes in the momentum space. Therefore, in our setup I'(¢)
does not necessarily decay as power law in large Josephson
energy and zero-temperature limits.

C. The large charging energy limit

In the remainder of this article, we focus on the large
charging energy limit, where

EJC( < ECut» vV ECa(SEC’ (39)

ECoz
—InA,’

where A, = Ej,/Ece < 1 and SEc is the width of the
effective spectral density of the Josephson bath [defined sub-
sequently in Eq. (75)], which represents the characteristic
frequency of the bath. In this regime, the physics is dominated
by capacitors, which are quantum mechanically equivalent to
free rotors from Eq. (1). The ground state fixes the charge but
the phase variable can fluctuate accordingly. Thermal excita-
tion in a junction is negligible so that each junction stays in
the exact ground state of the total Hamiltonian to the leading
order. Based on this intuition, we can evaluate G, (¢) to second
order in A, at low temperature perturbatively with either the
time-independent degenerate perturbation theory [52] or the
Matsubara imaginary time formalism [53,54]. However, it is
unclear whether results obtained through the Matsubara for-
malism hold at very low temperatures. The time-independent
perturbation method does not suffer from such limitation,
which is why we focus on this method in the main text, with
further details given in Appendix B 1. The derivation of the
correlation function using the Matsubara formalism can be
found in Appendix B 2. When Egs. (39) and (40) hold, the
single-junction correlation function reads

Bl < Ay = (40)

A2
Gy (t) = ?“e*’Ew +0(3), e PFee). (41)
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Note that Eq. (41) is dramatically different from Eq. (32)
as the characteristic oscillation frequency in Eq. (41) is E¢y
instead of /Ej,Ec,. This substantial difference is due the
fact that they are valid in two opposite regimes. The first
frequency represents the energy necessary to add a charge on
a capacitor, while the second one defines the plasma (reso-
nance) frequency due to sound modes in the JJA.

1. Derivation of the single-junction correlation function through
time-independent perturbation method

We now derive the correlation function in the limit of large
charging energy for a single Josephson junction so we can
drop the subscript «. The corresponding Hamiltonian is H =
Hc + MHy, where A = Ej/Ec < 1 and

Hc = EcN?, (42)
Hy = —Eccos ¢. 43)

We consider time-independent perturbation theory treat-
ing the Josephson Hamiltonian as a perturbation. In this
framework, we compute the average values in the correlation
function explicitly using the eigenenergies and eigenstates
obtained from our perturbative calculation.

As pointed out earlier, the Hamiltonian H is invariant under
charge conjugation, ¥ H¢ = H, which yields [H, €] = 0. As
such, H and % share a common eigenbasis. Since €* =1,
the eigenvalues of ¥ are +1, which means that the corre-
sponding eigenstates are either symmetric or antisymmetric
under charge conjugation. We consequently denote by [y, +)
the common eigenstates of H and € such that

H hhn,:t) = En,:l: hhn,:t) s (44)
CWnx) =L |Vns), (45)

where the index n is a positive integer that labels the energy
levels of the charging Hamiltonian Hc. Working in this basis,
the single-junction correlation function G(t) = (N (¢)N(0)) is
expressed as

1 .
G = 7 D MmN Ig) PP s Bre g

m,n,t

with the partition function

Z=Y e (47)
n,x

One should note that, since the number operator N is odd
under charge conjugation, it only couples states of different
charge parities. This is why we only have to consider scalar
products of the type (¥, +|N|¥, +) in Eq. (46).

Let us now compute the eigenstates |y, 1) and eigenen-
ergies E, 1 to lowest orders in A using time-independent
perturbation theory [52]. The starting point is to write E, 4
and [, +) as power series in A,

o0

E,i=y MEY. (48)
q=0

Wus) = Y a7 [y?)). (49)
q=0

Equating the two sides of Eq. (44) to all orders in A then yields

q
He [Wll) + Hy [, 20) = D ELL[vE”). (50)
p=0

To the zeroth order in A, we simply obtain
0 0 0
He [yn) = E0L [vh). (51)

This means that E,EOJE is an eigenenergy of Hc, with |1//,€f)j[)
being the corresponding eigenstate. While we can readily
identify E,on)E with the charging energy, E,Eoi = n?Ec, the state
|1ﬁ,<,f)j)[) remains undetermined at this stage. This is because
all the energy levels of the charging Hamiltonian except the
ground state are twofold degenerate, and Eq. (51) then only
tells us that |1/f,€?j[) belongs to the subspace generated by the
charge states |n) and |—n). However, since each state [y, +)
has a definite charge parity—we recall that it is an eigenstate
of both H and %—, all the corrections |1ﬂ,(fj[) must have
the same property. This includes the zeroth order eigenstates
which must also satisfy € |¢,§?i) == |1/f,$f)i). For all n > 0,
we then find the appropriate choice for these states to be

) = Dine) = —= () = =) (52)
n,+ n, «/E s

where € | xn.+) = £ |xu.+). Hence, each twofold degenerate
charge energy level can be further subdivided into two eigen-
states of different charge parities; we expect the degeneracy of
these states to be lifted by the Josephson Hamiltonian. Finally,
one should note that the relevant zeroth order eigenstate for
n = 0 is simply |1p(§°) ) = |0), which indicates that the ground
state ) is even under charge conjugation.

Using Eq. (50) with ¢ = 1, we find the corrections to the
energy to first order in A,

Ey ) = (Yh | Hy |k (53)

The Josephson potential only couples neighboring charge
states as, for any charge states |m) and |n), we have

Ec
<m|HJ|n> = _7(8111,n+1 + sm,n71)~ (54)

Thus, the perturbation does not yield any correction to the
energies to first order in A, E,Eli =0.
The first-order eigenstates are given by

(0) ()
|w151j)[> _ _ Z <1/fm,:t|HJ|¢n,:t) ’1[/’5109 ) (55)

2 _p2
m#n (l’l’l n )EC

Note that here the norm and phase of [, +) have been chosen

such that (¥, «|¥, «) = 1 and (¥, |¥, =) be real. To first

order in A, this imposes (xlffih/ffi) = 0. In what follows,

the cases for n = 0 or n = 1 must be treated separately since
they involve the ground state which is clearly distinct from
the excited states as regards the structure of their leading-
order terms. Namely, we have |1//(§0)) = |0) while, for n > 0,

W(Oj):) = |Xu.+). For n = 0, we obtain

n,

A
[¥o) = 10) + 7 IX1.4) + OO2). (56)
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Forn =1, we find

) A )
Vi) = +) + = es) +—= 100 £ 007, (57)

6 NG
A
V1) = Do) + ¢ e + o). (58)
Finally, for n > 1, we have
Wns) = nt) + —— Is1.a)
n+) = | Xn=+ ne2 Xn+1,+£
- - 0(\%). 59
4n_2|X 1,4) +00) (59)

‘We now consider the second-order corrections to the en-
ergy. According to Eq. (50) with ¢ = 2, we have

©) ©0)\2
EQ=-% [ (Ve [Hr [, )| 60)
n,t o (m2 — I’lz)EC .
For n = 0, this yields
A2E
By =~ € 1L 00d). 1)
For n = 1, we obtain
5,2 3
Ei+ =Ec|1+ E + O(\Y), (62)
)\2
E _= EC<1 — E) +0(%). (63)

The Josephson Hamiltonian thus lifts the degeneracy of the
first excited eigenstates to second order in A. Conversely,
higher-energy excited states remain degenerate to this point
as, forn > 1, we find

2

2(4n% — 1)

We can now use the result obtained with the perturbation
method to compute the single-junction correlation function in
Eq. (46). However, the eigenenergies only appear in oscillat-
ing exponentials multiplied by the time ¢ or in the Boltzmann
factors multiplied the inverse temperature 8 in Eq. (46). This
must be accounted for in subsequent calculations as one has
to ensure that energy corrections to high orders in A can still
be neglected. This is clearly the case if we restrict ourselves
to short times, ¢ < 1/(A2E¢). This limitation to short times
does not constitute a hindrance to our analysis. Indeed, we
are interested here in situations where the correlation function
for the whole chain rapidly decays so that the Born—Markov
approximations hold. The crucial point of our calculation
is to ensure that this fast decay does happen, and we do
not need to resolve the dynamics of correlations for longer
times. Therefore, we will only consider the short-time regime
t <« 1/(A%Ec) hereafter. Overall, our approach provides a sat-
isfactory description of correlations in a single junction, so
long as a)gl <1/ (A2Ec), where wg ! is the correlation time
for the whole chain. We typically estimate wg ~ §Ec, where
8E¢ is the width of the charging energy distribution across the
chain, as shown in Eq. (74) later. This results in the constraint
Ey < JJECSEC in Eq. (39). A more accurate estimate of wp
for a specific example will be derived in Eq. (99) later.

E,+ = Ec (n2 + ) + 003). (64)

As regards the Boltzmann factors, we will actually con-
sider two opposite regimes of temperature in what follows.
First, we analyze the regime of high temperatures, ~! >
A2Ec. This is in the same spirit as the limitation to short
times discussed above. In this regime, terms to high orders
in A can be neglected in the Boltzmann factors so our per-
turbative results can be used. Then, in a second time, we
tackle the low-temperature regime. In this case, we cannot
estimate the Boltzmann factors with accuracy through a series
in powers of L. However, if the temperature is low enough,
then we can only keep the contribution of the ground state
to the correlation function. This is because the Boltzmann
factors corresponding to excited states, e A5+ with n > 0, are
negligible with respect to e #£, which is typically the case
when B8~' « Ec. Then, the Boltzmann factors e #% in the
numerator and the denominator cancel each other so it is not
necessary to have the full expansion for the energy Ej.

Let us first analyze the regime of high temperatures where
B! > A2Ec. For simplicity, we only keep terms to lead-
ing order in A, E,+ = n’Ec + O(A?) and (Y, IN ) =
mby, + O(A) (recall that N only couples states of different
charge parities). In this context, we find that the single-
junction correlation reduces to that of a free rotor,

G(t) ~

(65)

where we recall that the short-time limit, r < 1/ (A2Ec), is
considered here. The factors of 2 above illustrate that excited
states of different parities contribute equally to the correlation
function.

‘We now turn to the opposite low-temperature regime where
B~! <« Ec. In this case, we only keep the terms in Eq. (46)
whose Boltzmann factor is associated to the ground state. The
correlation function then reads

G(t) = Y (ol Ny ) PeErFol, (66)

n=1

Again, N only couples states of different charge parities and
[¥o) is even under charge conjugation, which is why the sum
above only features the odd eigenstates |, _). Moreover,
since N |0) = 0, we deduce that the term of zeroth order in A
vanishes here. To leading-order in A, only |y _) contributes
to the sum, so that we find, for t <« 1/(A*Ec),

Az
G@t) ~ 7e—'EC’. (67)

We observe two clearly different dynamics for correlations
in Egs. (65) and (67). In the high temperature regime, we
find that the correlation function is constant. This rules out
the possibility for the whole chain’s correlation function to
decay fast and forbids Markovianity. Crucially, in the case of
free rotors (A = 0), the dynamics of the correlation function
is always given by this constant term so the Born—-Markov
approximation never applies. On the contrary, Eq. (67) fea-
tures an exponential oscillating in time. We will show later
that this time dependence can give rise to a rapidly decaying
correlation function for the whole chain to leading order pro-
vided that the charging energy distribution along the chain is
appropriately chosen. This underlines the primary importance
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i
B

FIG. 2. Check of G(¢) against numerical calculation. The value
of the Josephson energy is Ej = 0.01Ec. The red solid and blue
dotted lines are analytical calculations of the real parts of G(r)
at temperatures B~! <« Ec/In(Ec/E;) = 0.2Ec and B~! = 0.1E,
respectively, which are plotted according to Eq. (68). The purple
squares and black stars are the corresponding numerical calculations
of the real parts of G(¢) for these two temperatures. We clearly
see that the perturbative results from Eq. (68) are in excellent
agreement with the numerical results for t < 1/(A2E¢) = 10*/Ec.
Furthermore, the constant offset in G(¢), i.e., the second term in the
right-hand side of Eq. (68), which becomes nonnegligible at tem-
perature B! ~ Ec/In(Ec/Ey), is also confirmed by the numerical
calculations.

of the Josephson potential as it introduces an overlap between
the ground state |v) and the even charge eigenstate | x; +) as
shown in Eq. (66). This overlap gives rise to the oscillating
behavior of the correlation function, which is the leading-
order behavior in the low-temperature regime. In summary,
we observe that the Josephson junction chain can behave as
a Markovian bath at low temperature while this is no longer
the case for higher temperatures. Here, Markovianity breaks
down as temperature increases contrary to what is usually wit-
nessed in the usual harmonic bath, where the short correlation
time at high temperature guarantees Markovianity, as one can
see from Eq. (34).

In the low-temperature regime, only the ground state’s
contribution to correlations have been taken into account
when moving from Eq. (46) to Eq. (66). When temperature
is increased, contributions from excited states must also be
taken into consideration. In doing so, the transition in the
dynamics of correlation from oscillatory to constant can be
analyzed more thoroughly. For example, when e #Ec ~ A2,
that is B~! ~ Ec/(—1In A), it is necessary to include the con-
tribution from the first excited states into the calculation. We
then obtain

A

G(t) ~ EeﬂEc’ + 2 PEc, (68)
This expression provides a satisfactory description of single-
junction correlation function for short times, ¢ < 1/ (AME),
and moderately low temperatures, A Ec < B! « Ec. This
justifies a posteriori the form of Eq. (40) refining the regime
of validity of Eq. (67). Figure 2 shows that Eq. (68) can
characterize the dynamics for + < 1/(A*Ec) with excellent
precision and the constant offset corresponding to the second

term in the right-hand side of Eq. (68) is confirmed by the
numerics. The simulation is performed by numerically cal-
culating (N(#)N(0)) taking into account the first 41 charge
eigenbasis states, namely, the states |n) forn = —20, ..., 20.

More details about the perturbative calculation of
the single-junction correlation function are given in
Appendix B 1.

2. JJA correlation function in the continuum limit

When temperature is further lowered such at Eq. (40) is
satisfied, the subleading order is much smaller than the lead-
ing order in Eq. (68). Therefore, it reduces to Eq. (41). In this
regime, the Josephson bath correlation function obtained from
Eq. (41)is

e e ? 2 —iEc,t
r() = Xa:@e “=(= Xa:Eme cl - (69)
where we have used the explicit Eq. (18) for g, in the last
equality. In the continuum limit, this becomes

31

2
r(z)=%<;> / dxv(xX)[Ey(x)[Pe Ec™  (70)

We emphasize that x and v(x) in Eq. (70) have their own
meaning depending on the specific context of how the JJA
bath is built. We will come back their exact meaning when
we discuss specific examples in Sec. VI. Here, one can simply
view x as the index for the modes of the JJA and v(x) is the
degeneracy of the mode of Ec(x). Furthermore, we note that
Eq. (70) is valid if the continuous versions of Egs. (39) and
(40) hold. Namely, for all x, we must have

Ej(x) < Ec(x), v Ec(x)SEc, (71)
B! < A, = min A(x), (72)

where SEc is the width of the distribution of the charging
energy across the chain and

A(x) = Ec(x)/[— In A(x)]. (73)

We deem the junction at position x to be in the zero-
temperature limit if B~' <« A(x). Then, the whole chain is in
the zero-temperature limit if all junctions are, that is if Eq. (72)
is satisfied.

We change variables in Eq. (70) to obtain

2 proo
r() = <3) / dEcJ(Ec)e e, (74)
2e 0
where
d
J(Ee) =2 w(E)EP (E)] ﬁ(EC) A
k

Here & labels the intervals I, on which Ec(x) is monotonic so
that the inverse function x; (E¢) is properly defined, and

vk(Ec) = v(x(Ec)), (76)

EM(Ec) = Ey(xi(Ec)). (77)

Comparing to Eq. (34), we notice that J(E¢) plays a similar
role to that of the spectral density in the harmonic regime,
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accounting for the decay of the correlation function. Roughly
speaking, ['(t) will decay on a timescale of the order of the
width of J(E¢) since I'(¢) is the “half Fourier transform” of
J(Ec) as seen in Eq. (74). Then, if we denote by SEc the
width of J(E¢), the characteristic decay time of I'(¢z) will
approximately be 1/5Ec.

IV. TEMPERATURE-DRIVEN TRANSITION
TO NON-MARKOVIANITY

When temperature is much smaller than the charging en-
ergy but violates Eq. (40), the single-junction correlation
function is given by Eq. (68) rather than Eq. (67). This is
because the next-to-leading order term e #£¢ becomes com-
parable to the leading-order term. In the continuum limit, this
term contributes to a constant offset to the correlation func-
tion when the bath temperature reaches the point 8~ ~ A,,
but 87! « min, Ec(x). Thus, the Josephson bath correlation
function no longer decays in this regime, meaning that the dy-
namics of the system becomes non-Markovian. The presence
of this constant offset can be intuitively understood consid-
ering that in the regime we analyze, charge fluctuations in
the Josephson chain are long-lived due to the small value of
the Josephson energy (the commutator of the charge operator
N, with the chain Hamiltonian is very small). When the con-
stant offset is nonnegligible, one can expect that correlations
between the state of the system and the bath built up by
the interaction never completely decay, which invalidates the
GKSL treatment. To understand when this happens, we use
Egs. (18) and (28), to calculate the constant offset,

2
T = 2<ﬁ> / dx v(x)E2(x)e PE), (78)
e

However, the magnitude of the constant offset will depend on
the spatial variation of A(x): We denote the place where A(x)
reaches its minimum A, as x,. When the temperature of the
chain B! becomes comparable to A,, obviously the offset
will contribute to the single-junction correlation function for
junctions near x = x,. If the spatial variation of the A(x) is
small, i.e., max, |A(x) — A,]| is not too much larger than A,,
then the offset will contribute to a significant portion of the
single-junction correlation functions across the chain, not just
for junctions near x = x, so that the overall bath correlation
functions is significantly shifted.

However, if the spatial variation of A(x) is relatively large,
then it may happen that only a small portion of the chain
near x = x, surpasses the zero-temperature limit when g~!
becomes comparable to A,. When this is the case, the offset
of the bath correlation function may be small compared to the
magnitude of the one in the zero-temperature limit, or even
negligible.

We will discuss this phenomenon again for a concrete
example with effective Lorentz spectral density in Sec. VI A.

V. THE GKSL MASTER EQUATION AND BATH DUALITY
A. The decay rate and Lamb shift

We now discuss the dynamics of the LC oscillator that is
weakly and capacitively coupled to the Josephson bath, shown
in the dotted box in Fig. 1(a). When the correlation function

I'(¢) decays fast, the system dynamics may be described by a
GKSL master equation. Combined with the results of previous
section, it requires §Ec be large enough, which can come
from reservoir engineering or disorder of the charging energy
(see Sec. VI). When this is the case, we can perform the
Born—Markov approximation and the secular approximation
[3,4], to find the following (interaction picture) Markovian
master equation for the LC oscillator shown in the dotted box
in Fig. 1(a):

dps .

gl —i[Hvs, ps(t)] + k (wo)D[blps(7). (79)
Here wy is defined in Eq. (21), His = 8 s(wo)b'b is the
Lamb shift Hamiltonian that accounts for the renormalization
of the LC oscillator’s energy levels due to the coupling to
the JJA bath, while the dissipator D[b]ps(t) = b’ ps(t)b —
{ps(t), b'b/2} describes the equilibration of the oscillator with
the bath through the emission of photons at frequency wy.
The Lamb shift §; s(wg) and the emission rate « (wg) are both
deduced from the Fourier transformed correlation function
I'(wo),

Cwo
Srs(wo) = —Tlm[F(wo) + I'(=wo)], (80)
k(wy) = CwgRel (wy), 81)
[wy) = / - dtT(t)e " . (82)
0

A brief derivation of the GKSL master equation is presented
in Appendix A. Let us now calculate the Lamb shift and decay
rate stemming from the JJA bath correlation function given in
Eq. (74). The half Fourier transform yields

2 oo
IMNw) = (;—Ie) [n](w)@(a))—i?)/o dEcb{(ECZJ, (83)

c —

where ®(w) is the Heaviside function and ¥ denotes the
Cauchy principal value. We then straightforwardly obtain the
Lamb shift,

a)()812 o 1
ds(wo) = 16EQP dEcJ(Ec) F—— +
) _

1 )
EC + wo ’
(84)

where we have introduced Eq = €?/(2C), the renormalized

charging energy of the LC oscillator. Finally, the decay rate

reads

TE 12 a)()J (a)())
8Eq

which is the rate of emission of a photon at frequency wqy by
the LC oscillator. The rate for the opposite process, where the
oscillator is excited by the absorption of a photon vanishes
here. This indicates that the JJA bath is effectively at zero
temperature: The oscillator cannot absorb any photon if the
bath emits none.

K(wo) = ; (85)

B. Bath duality

From Egs. (38) and (74), it is clear that the zero-
temperature correlation function of the JJA bath takes similar
forms whether Ey or E¢ defines the largest energy scale in the
problem, leading to similar effects on the system’s dynamics.
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TABLE 1. Parameter correspondence between the large Ec
regime and large E; regime at the zero temperature limit, where the
leading order correlation function of JJA bath produces the same
coarse-grained dynamics for the primary LC oscillator. The parame-
ters in the large Ej regime come with tildes to distinguish those in the
large Ec regime. The basic variable on the left column is Ec while
the one on the right column is @.

Large E¢ limit
Ey(x) < Ec(x)

Zero-temperature limit

Large Ej limit
Ec(x) < Ej(x)

Zero-temperature limit

B < A, B~ < min, &(x)

x; € Iy x; € I

Ec(x) o(x) = \/m
vi(Ec) PA@))
2[EP(E)] /Ee EX(@)

The only difference between the two regimes is then how the
spectral density, and therefore the damping rate and Lamb
shift, are related to the microscopic parameters of the JJA.

We found that the spectral densities in the two regimes
can be mapped onto each other, e.g., through the parameter
correspondence list in Table I. The existence of such mapping
implies that there exist two sets of parameters, (Ej(x), Ec(x))
in the large Ec regime and (Ey(x), Ec(x)) in the large Ej
regime, linked by the relation in Table I, which lead to the
same coarse-grained dynamics for any small system coupled
to the JJA, i.e., the same form of GKSL master equation and
the same value of the coefficients. We dub the mapping the
between the two regimes as bath duality.

Let us now illustrate how the bath duality is actually per-
formed. The parameters in the large Ej regime come with
tildes to distinguish them from those in the large E¢ regime.
Moreover, the parameter Ec(x;) in the left column plays the
same role as the frequency @y in the right column.

To obtain the same dynamics, one can ensure that the
value of Ec(x;) (second row of the table) is the same as that
of @(x;), that the function vi(Ec) = v(x;(Ec)) (third row)
takes the same values as ¥y (@) = D(xx(®)), and finally that
2EO(Ec)?/Ec = 2{E;(xe(Ec))}? /xi(Ec) (last row of the
table) equals Eék)(&)) = Ec(xp(w)).

From this correspondence rules, we find

. 2E2(xy)
E == 86
(k) Eolr) (86)
and
~2 ~3 3
Eion) = 2 () @) Ec(x) 87)

2Ec(xi)  4AEXx)  4AER ()

using the identification of @(x;) with Ec(x;). This leads to the
relation

Eca)/Er(x) ~ [Ey(a)/Ec)]* < 1, (88)

which shows the mapping indeed connects the large Ec
regime to the large Ej regime. Furthermore, one can also
check that the mapping preserves the zero-temperature

limit
B <o), V€l (89)
as along as the temperature for the large Ej regime is taken as
B! < In [Ec(0)/Ey()]inf ™" (90)

An example of how this mapping can be implemented will
be discussed in next section.

VI. EXAMPLES

In this section, we will give two concrete examples illus-
trating how the result in Sec. V can be applied. Practically, we
know [55]

B — 2wy o1)
Ca — ErAa ’
FjAq
o = T 92)
¢ sinh(wy/¢)

where w,, and ¢, are the thickness and dielectric constant of
the oxidation material, A, is the area of the junctions, Fj is a
constant that depends on the density of the cooper pairs on the
islands which has the dimension of a force, and ¢ is a constant
that depends on the tunneling barrier that has the dimension of
a length. Below, we will consider variations of the oxidation
material thickness and of the junction area across the chain,
all other parameters being kept fixed.

In the first example, the junction density and the junction
area distribution are properly engineered such that the effec-
tive spectral density is Lorentzian, a case frequently studied in
the field of open quantum systems. In the second example, we
discuss a common case in condensed matter physics where
the JJA presents disorder in the values of the charging and
Josephson energies caused by the Gaussian disorder of the
width of the oxidation material. It should be noted that in
the first example the spatial dependences of the charging and
Josephson energies on the junction position are known, while
in the second example these energies at each junction are
random and correlated through the width of the oxidation
material.

A. Engineering the areas of the junctions

Eeoy = (14 %5 \& 93)
x) = — ,
C 572 )Eco
where a > 0 is dimensionless quantity characterizing the vari-
ation of the charging energy across the chain, x € [—L, L].
According to Eqgs. (91) and (92), the distribution of Ey across
the chain is

ax®\ "
Ey(x) =Ep| 1+ 302 , %94)
where
26°F
Ey = $. (95)
&L Eco sinh(w/¢)

To satisfy the large Ec condition in Eq. (71), we require
Eco > E). The junctions are assumed to be distributed
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(a)
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 (b)
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FIG. 3. (a) The junction density given by Eq. (96), (b) the
spectral density given by Eq. (97), which is nonvanishing only in
the range of characteristic frequencies of the Josephson bath, i.e.,
[Eco, (1 4+ a/2)Eco ]. Value of parameters: A = 500, 0 = 0.25,a =
0.4, Eyyp = 0.05E¢¢. The total number of the junction is the JJA is
roughly N; = f_LL dxv(x) ~ 1277.

according to the junction density

AL? x| ax®\?
— 1+ ==, 96
x*+ 40204 < + 2L2> ©6)

where the dimensionless quantities A and o, respectively,
characterize the amplitude and variation of the junction den-
sity across the chain. The junction density v(x) accounts for
the weights of a junction with parameter Ec(x) and Ej(x),
similarly to the concept of density of states accounting for the
degeneracy of energy levels. The shape of v(x) is shown in
Fig. 3(a). Then, according to Eq. (75),

aﬂEcoEJZO
(Ec — Eco)? + (a0 Ecy)*’
when Ecy < Ec < (1 +a/2)Ecy, and J(Ec) = 0 otherwise.
The plot of J(E¢) is shown in Fig. 3(b).

To justify the Born—-Markov and secular approximations,
the following conditions must be satisfied:

v(x) =

J(Ec) =

o7

Kk (wy) K wp, wo, (98)

where wg ! is the timescale, on which the JJA bath correlation
function I'(¢) decays.

Now we derive an empirical rule for the above example,
under which Eq. (98) can be satisfied. Similar rules can
be analogously derived for other distributions of the junc-
tion density and parameters. According to Eq. (74), one can
roughly regard I'(¢#) as the Fourier transform of J(E¢), al-
though, strictly speaking, it is “the half Fourier transform”
J(Ec). Therefore, the decay rate of I'(¢) should be the width
of J(Ec), i.e.,

1
wp ~ 8Ec = aEcomin {O‘, 5} 99)

According to Egs. (85) and (97), the maximum decay
rate is obtained for wy = Ecoy/1+ (a0 )?, with Ky =
mEco(1 + /1 4+ (ac)?)/2, where

nAE},
=——— 100
é‘M SadzEcoEQ ( )

characterizes the Markovianity of the chain. The maximum
ratio between «(wg) and wy occurs when wy = Ecy, where
[k (@w0)/@o]lmax = ¢m. Therefore, Eq. (98) can be satisfied if

omll + /1 + (a0 )?]
ao

v < 1.

< 1, 20, (101)

(102)

It turns out that Egs. (101) and (102) are satisfied when &y is
small enough. In such a case, the JJA behaves as a Markovian
bath. In Fig. 4, one can see that for the given parameters for the
JJA and the LC oscillator, Egs. (101) and (102) are satisfied
so that the validity of the GKSL master equation is justified.
From Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), we observe that the Josephson bath
correlation time wg ! is roughly about 10/8Ec and k/wg ~
10~#~1073. Thus, within the GKSL weak-coupling approach,
the coupling that the circuit QED setup here has achieved is
already much larger compared to the atomic case where [3,4]
Kk /wg ~ 1077-107°,

Note that the Markovian property of the Josephson bath,
where the correlation function decays faster than the LC oscil-
lator, as shown in Fig. 4(a), only holds in the zero-temperature
limit given by Eq. (72). As we have discussed in Sec. 1V,
when the temperature of the chain is comparable to A, defined
in Eq. (72), non-Markovian dynamics may occur due to the
significant constant offset in the Josephson bath correlation
function. For the charging energy distribution in Eq. (93),
A, is Eco/ In(Eco/Ejo), which is reached at the origin. The
magnitude of the offset depends on the spatial variation of
A(x) defined in Eq. (73): The flatter the spatial distribution,
the larger the offset. The correlation function for cases with
small and large spatial variation of A(x) are given in Figs. 5
and 6, respectively. One can easily find that for 87! = 0.33A,
and B! = 0.42A,, the portion in the JJA near the origin in
Fig. 5(b) that surpasses the zero-temperature limit is larger
than the one in Fig. 6(b). This is why the offset in Fig. 5(a) is
larger when compared to Fig. 6(a).

B. Gaussian disorder in the oxidation thickness

In this section, We denote the oxidation thickness at junc-
tion as w, and assume it is a Gaussian random variable
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1ry ) — Real Part — 371 =0.42A, 1
----- Imaginary part e 371 =0.33A,

I'(t)/1(0)

SEct

(b)

1.5p
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#(wo) /0 Bc(x107%)
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wo/Eco
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©) — k(wp)/wo(x10 )r
drs(wo) /wo(x107°)
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FIG. 4. (a) The normalized correlation function of the JJA,
I'(t)/Re[l'(0)]. (b) The decay rate versus the frequency of the LC
oscillator. (c) The ratio between Lamb shift and the decay rate over
the frequency of the LC oscillator. The chain is in the limit of zero-
temperature given by Eq. (72), where the bath correlation function
decays rapidly compared to the decay timescale of the oscillator,
as shown in panels (a) and (b). Other parameters for the junction
chain is the same as Fig. 3. The value for the LC oscillator and
the coupling &1 = 0.01, Eq = 100E, and §E¢ = 0.1E¢. The decay
rate, proportional to the spectral density shown in Fig. 3, is nonzero
only when the frequency of the LC oscillator wy is resonant with
the characteristic modes in the Josephson bath, whose frequencies
lie in the range [Eco, (1 + a/2)Ecp]. Comparing panels (a) and (b),
one obviously observe that the decay of the bath correlation function
is much fast than the decay of the LC oscillator so that the Born—
Markov approximation is satisfied in this case. The red line in panel
(c) indicates that the decay rate is much smaller than the frequency
of the LC oscillator such that the secular approximation is satisfied.

----- Zero-temperature limit

ReD'(t)/T(0)

30 40 50
OBt
(b)
2
I B
n
)
% 05 — Eo(w)/A.
= S [ SRR A(z)/A,
T Zero-temperature limit
0.1 === == o e e
—1 —0.5 0 0.5 1
z/L

FIG. 5. (a) The real part of the normalized correlation function
versus time. (b) The distribution of the energy scales of the A(x),
Ec(x) and the zero-temperature limit (given by the blue dashed
lines) are B~! < A,/10. The junction parameters are the same as
described in the caption of Fig. 3. In particular, Ec € [1, 1.2]E¢,
EJO = Eco/zo, (SEC = O.IECQ, and A* = A(O) = 033EC0 The nor-
malization is performed by dividing the value of the real part of
correlation function in the zero-temperature limit evaluated at r = 0.
The blue dashed line in panel (a) corresponding to the normalized
correlation function in the zero-temperature limit is the same as
the one shown in Fig. 4. The offset in the correlation function for
B! =0.42A, shown in red solid line in panel (a) is about 100%
when compared to the magnitude for the correlation function in the
zero-temperature limit. We note that the shape of A(x) in panel (b) is
quite flat. This indicates when the temperature is increased beyond
the zero-temperature limit for x, = 0, significant portion of near the
origin will also violate the zero-temperature. This accounts for the
huge offset in panel (a).

with mean wy and width dw. From Eqgs. (91) and (92), we
immediately

In the continuum limit, the correlation function Eq. (69)
can be written as

e2NyF2A? /00 P(w)

w 2ie*wt /(e,A)
2272 sinh®>(w/¢)

T(t) = (103)

‘min

Comparing with Eq. (70), we see that w and N;P(w) play
the roles of x and v(x), respectively. The plots of correlation
function, decay rate and Lamb shift are shown in Fig. 7. While
it is clear that the JJA bath correlation time decreases with the
width of the disorder § E¢, it is straightforward to show that for
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11y (@) — [l =0.42A, ]
-------- B =0.33A,
o8y e Zero-temperature limit |
S
= 06
> 4
-~
= 0.4
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02
(s — S
¥ W«-/
0 10 20 30 40

SEt

Energy scale

FIG. 6. (a) The real part of the normalized correlation function
versus time. (b) The distribution of the energy scales of the A(x),
Ec(x) and the zero-temperature limit (given by the blue dashed
lines) are B~! < A, /10. The junction parameter @ = 40 so that Ec €
[1, 21]Ey, wider than Fig. 5. Other parameters: Eyg = Ec/20, A =
50, o = 025, EQ = IOOEco, & = 001, SEC = IOEco, and A* =
A(0) = 0.33Ecy. The normalization of the correlation function in
panel (a) is performed by dividing the value of the real part of the
correlation function in the zero-temperature limit evaluated at r = 0.
The blue dashed line in panel (a) corresponding to the normalized
correlation function in the zero-temperature limit is the same as
the one shown in Fig. 4. The offset in the correlation function for
B! =0.42A, shown in red solid line in panel (a) is about 5%
when compared to the magnitude for the correlation function in the
zero-temperature limit. Note that the shape of A(x) in panel (b) is
more warped than that in Fig. 5(b). Therefore, we expect when
the temperature is increased beyond the zero-temperature limit near
x, = 0, offset in the correlation function should be smaller than that
in Fig. 5(a).

fixed oscillator frequency wy and Ey, the decay rate reaches its
maximum when Ec = +/2|wy — Ey|. Note that in Fig. 7(b),
the ratio of k /wg ~ k /(108 E¢) is of the order 10~>, similar to
the atomic case where [3,4] k /wg ~ 1077-107°.

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We showed that when the charging energy is the largest
energy scale comparing to temperature and the Josephson
energy, a 1D Josephson junctions array (JJA) can behave as

[ReI'(2)]/T°(0)

Wo/Eo

1.2
O1s/Eo(x107%)
11 )
= 1
~ 1
o
3
0
0.9
—1
-
0.8

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
5EC/E0

FIG. 7. 2D plots of (a) the normalized magnitude of the real part
of the Josephson bath correlation function |[Rel'()|/I"(0) versus time
and the width of the disorder, (b) the normalized decay rate «/Ey
versus the width of the disorder and the oscillator frequency, and
(c) the normalized Lamb shift 8; s /Ey versus the width of the disorder
and the oscillator frequency. Values of parameters: F;A/{ = E;/100,
Emin = E{ = E()/5, EQ = 2E0, & = 001, and NJ = 10000.

a Markovian bath of nonlinear rotors provided the distribution
for the chain parameters meet specific conditions, namely, the
leading-order of the bath correlation function decays rapidly.
We calculated the dynamics of an LC oscillator that is coupled
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to the JJA the using approach of the GKSL Markovian master
equation. In particular, we derived explicit expressions of the
Lamb shift and decay rate of the LC oscillator caused by the
coupling to the JJA. We found the leading order of the JJA
bath correlation function in the large charging energy regime
bears the same form as that of a harmonic bath, which can
be approximated in the large Josephson energy regime to the
leading order. Based on this observation, we established a
mapping between the junction parameters in the two regimes,
identifying the set of parameters inducing the same coarse-
grained dynamics for a small quantum system coupled to
the chain. We gave two specific examples and showed that
it fits into the GKSL framework. In the first example the
spatial distributions of junction density and charging energy
are properly engineered such that effective spectral density is
a Lorentzian while in the second example the charging energy
is a Gaussian random variable so that the effective spectral
density is a Gaussian.

When the temperature is increased to the point where a
large region across chain is beyond the zero-temperature limit,
the JJA bath correlation function gets significantly shifted
by a constant, which renders the dynamics of the LC os-
cillator non-Markovian. This phenomenon is an indication
that beyond the zero-temperature limit the primary system
is correlated with the JJA bath on a very long timescale,
which cannot be addressed within the framework of the GKSL
master equation approach. Sophisticated techniques aiming at
tackling such non-Markovian effects will be further explored
in the future. Other possible future directions may include
generalizing the discussion here to other types of geometry
of JJA, investigating strong-coupling and strong nonlinear
effects, etc.
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APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF THE GKSL
MASTER EQUATION

In this section, we start with Egs. (1), (4), and (5) to derive
the GKSL master equation, following the standard procedure
in Refs. [3] and [4]. Assuming

Prot(t) = ps(t) @ pp. (Al)

By moving to the interaction picture associated with the free
Hamiltonian Eqgs. (1) and (4), we obtain the following Red-
field master equation

dps

t
g / di' Tra Hi(0), (). ps() ® pal).  (A2)
0
where
Hi(t) = e/ s THo)! pp o (Hs ) (A3)

In Eq. (A2), we have used the fact that Trg (H;pg) = 0, which
has been justified below Eq. (25) in the main text. Performing

the Born—Markov approximation, we obtain
t
[ artateao. 1@, o) @
0

= /0 dsT(9)[QNAE — s)ps(t) — Q1) ps(H)Q — 5)]

+Hec., (A4)
where I'(s) is defined as Eq. (28) and
Q(t) = ' Qe 5", (AS)
Therefore, we find
C . .
Q1) = —i %(beﬂw’ _ pfeieny, (A6)

Substituting Eq. (A6) into the first term on the right-hand side
of Eq. (A4), one obtains

/ ds T'($)QN)Q(t — s)ps(t)
0

oo
= % / dsT(s)(be™" " — b'e'™")
0

X (b'('eiwo(lfs) _ be*ia)g(ffs))ps(t)
Cow .
= S T (~wo)bb’ + (@) blos(r). (A7)
where we have performed the secular approximation to drop

the anti-rotating and energy nonconservation terms. Similarly,
we find

/ dsT($)Q)ps(t)QE — )
0

= %[F (—w)bps ()b + T(w)b’ ps(t)b]. (A8)
Defining y (o) and s(wy) as

7 (wo) = 2Rel"(@o), (A9)

s(wp) = —ImT(wyp), (A10)

we may rewrite
T(—wo)bb' ps(t) + H.c. = 1y (—wo){ps(t), bb'}
+is(—wp)[bb, ps()], (All)
T(w0)b'bps(t) + Hee. = 1y (w0){ps(t), b'b)

+is(wo)[b'b, ps(t)],  (A12)
[(wo)b' ps(t)b + H.c. = y(wo)b ps(t)b, (A13)
[(—wo)bps(t)b" +H.c. = y(—wq)bps(t)b'. (A14)

Substituting Eqgs. (A4), (A7), (A8), (All), and (A14) into
Eq. (A2) gives

dps

prl —i[ps(t), His] + k(wo)DIb]ps(t)

+ k(—ai Db 1 ps (1), (A15)
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where
s = “215(@) + s Wb+ o)), (Al6)
k(o) = %y(wm, (A17)
DIAlps(t) = Al ps(t)A — %{ps(r), ATA}. (A18)

Note that according to Eq. (83) in the main text, the sponta-
neous absorption rate k(—wy) is zero. Therefore, Eq. (A15)
reduces to Eq. (79) in the main text.

APPENDIX B: PERTURBATIVE EVALUATION OF THE
SINGLE-JUNCTION TWO-POINT CORRELATION
FUNCTION AT LOW TEMPERATURE

1. Time-independent perturbation method

We consider a single Josephson junction in the regime
E;y < Ec. The corresponding Hamiltonian is H = Hc +
AHj, with He = EcN?, Hy = —Eccos ¢, and A = Ej/Ec < 1.
Since the Hamiltonian commutes with the charge conjugation
operator C, we choose to work in a common eigenbasis of H
and C. The states of such basis are denoted by |1, +), with

H |1//l’l,i> = En,i |wn,i> s (Bl)
Clyn+) =x[Vnz+). (B2)

The Josephson Hamiltonian Hj will be treated as a
perturbation, A being assumed to be small. Applying time-
independent perturbation theory [52] to lowest nonvanishing
order in A, we derive the correlation function G(t) =
(N(t)N(0)), where time dependence indicates that we con-
sider operators in the Heisenberg picture (with respect to
Hamiltonian H). The average value is taken over the thermal
state with inverse temperature 3,

1
— —BH
= —e¢ , B3
p=7 (B3)
where Z = Tre P# is the partition function. The correlation
function is then expanded as follows:

Tr(e PH et Ne HIN)
Tre—#H
D | (Wi, £ IN [, )| P PEms i Ens=Ent
Dop e P '

In the numerator above, we have taken into account the fact
that the number operator N only couples states of different
charge parities.

Let us now compute the approximate eigenstates and
eigenenergies of the Josephson junction Hamiltonian using
time-independent perturbation theory. We consider the fol-
lowing expansions in powers of A,

G(t) =
(B4)

Vnt) = Zx‘f ). (BS)
q=0
Ev: =) ME. (B6)

Equation (B1) then becomes

(HC+)\'HJ)Z)“Q ‘w(‘]) (Z)\‘qE(Q)) Z)\‘q |w(‘])
q=0
(B7)
Sorting out the terms of same order in A in the above equation,

we obtain

Hc |w(l])>+H |w(q 1)> Z 'El’j): |w(q P)) (BS)

p=0

To zeroth order in A, we simply obtain Hc |1p(°)>
E,EOj)[ W,(O)) This means that E,EOJE is an eigenenergy of Hc,
so we can identify E,on)E = n’Ec. However, the correspond-

ing eigenstate W,Ef)i) cannot be fully characterized at this
stage. Indeed, all energy levels except the ground state are
twofold degenerate: the charge states |n) and |—n) correspond
to the same eigenenergy n’Ec, which means that any linear
combination of these states is also an eigenstate of Hc with
the same eigenenergy. Consequently, Wn,i) can be any such
combination. Here, this issue can be resolved invoking charge
parity. Indeed, since the exact eigenstate |, +) has a definite
parity, all the corrections |1ﬁ,§f1) ), in particular |¢(°) ), must too.
The only states of definite parity that can be constructed from
the charge states |n) and |—n) are

|Xn.£) = %(IM + [—n)). (B9)

In conclusion, we choose |1//,§f)i) = |xn,+) for the excited

states (n > 0), but we simply have |1p(§0) )y =
state as it is not degenerate.
To first order in A, Eq. (B8) yields

(He = ELL) [vnid) + (Hy = ELL) [wh) = 0.

We obtain the first-order energy correction by projecting this
equation onto |1ﬂ,§?i),

Eph = (v [Hlv)

It is clear that E,Eli = 0, because H;j only couples neighboring
charge states,

|0) for the ground

(B10)

(B11)

Ec
(m|HJ|n> = _7(8"1,11+1 + 5m,n71)- (Blz)
As such, the perturbation will not induce any correction to the
energy to first order in A. However, there still are corrections
to the states. Indeed, projecting Eq. (B10) onto Wm jE) m # n,

we find

0y = el Vn)

( (0) |COS¢|1ﬁ(O)>
E’%O) _g©® :

m2 — n2

(B13)
Note that, for all m, (1/f(0) w(l) ) = 0 since states of different

charge parities do not overlap. In particular, (w,ﬁf’jF w(l) ) =

At this stage, only the component of |1p” i) along |1//,(lf)j)[) is still
undetermined. It can be obtained 1nv0k1ng the normalization
of the exact eigenstate, (¥, +|¥, +) = 1. Furthermore, we set

the phase of |y, +) by imposing (@ﬁfihﬁn,i) e R. To first
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order in A, this yields (W“’) |1p,§1;> = (. We then conclude

v© ©)
0 (Y, |coso[v, 1) | )
i) =D k) (B14)
m#n
For n = 0, this yields
1
") = 750 (B15)
Forn =1, we have
W) = L i) + = 10). (B16)
6 V2
1
Vi) =2l (B17)
Finally, for n > 1, we find
W) = 5 (5 ) = 5 1) ) B18)
n,t 27’l+ 1 n+1,+ 2I’l 1 n—1,+ .

To second order in A, Eq. (BS8) yields
(He — E.22) [va2k) + (Hy — E,2) [¥ns) = BV [v,h)
(B19)

As before, we project this equation onto |¢(°) ) to find

1p’(O) cos<p 1/I(O)
Ey(,zﬁ):—< (0)|H|W;(11i —Ec Z‘ ni| ’ )‘ )

m#n
(B20)
For n = 0, this yields
Ec
EP = - (B21)
Forn =1, we find
5E,
2 _ C
+= 5 (B22)
Ec
EP = -5 (B23)

Interestingly, the degeneracy of the first excited states is lifted
here. However, this is not the case for higher-energy excited
states since, for n > 1, we have

Ec
242 — 1)

We can now use the results of our perturbative calculation
to derive the correlation function in Eq. (B4). For simplicity,
corrections to the energies will be neglected in the oscillating
exponentials. This approximation is justified for short times,
rk1y/ (A2E(¢). This is not an issue as the main purpose of our
study is to describe the short-time dynamics of correlations.
We can perform the same type of approximation for the Boltz-
mann factors, which corresponds to the high-temperature
regime B! > A?Ec. More generally, our perturbative calcu-
lation of the energies to second order in A seems insufficient
to access the long times or low temperatures, ¢ > 1/(A3Ec) or
B! < AEc.

To leading order in A, we find that only the states [, +) and
[V, +) degenerate when A = 0O but corresponding to different
charge parities, contribute to correlations,

(Um, =NV z) = myn + O(X).

E;) = (B24)

(B25)

The correlation function can then be approximated by

2 ZOO . ’,lZe—n BEC
1 + 2 Zn:l _n-ﬂEC

Actually, it is also possible to obtain the correlation func-
tion in the low-temperature regime. In this case, we neglect the
contribution of excited states to the summations in Eq. (B4). In
this context, the Boltzmann factors e cancel each other we
do not need an accurate expression for Ey. The typical energy
gap between two energy levels is the charging energy Ec—or
rather E¢ is a lower bound of the gap—so this approximation
is typically justified when B~! « Ec. The correlation func-
tion is then approximated by

G@t) ~ Z |(WoIN |y _) [PeEr-—EoX

G(t) ~ (B26)

(B27)

To leading order in A, only the state |y _) contributes to
the summation above, (Yo|N|y, ) = A/\/z—i— O(A\?). As a
result, we find, for t < 1/(A*E¢),

22

G(t) ~ ?e—’ch. (B28)

As the temperature is increased, we can include the con-
tributions from excited states in the summations of Eq. (B4)
to analyze the transition from Eq. (B28) to Eq. (B26). For
example, when e #Ec ~ A2 it becomes relevant to take into
account the contribution of the first excited states to lowest
order in A. The correlation function can then be approximated
by

2

A .
G@it)~ ?e_’ECt + 2¢PEc,

(B29)

2. Matsubara formalism

The two-point correlation function for a single junction
can alternatively be calculated from the Matsubara formalism
[53,54]. Starting from Eqgs. (42) and (43), we analytically
continue to the imaginary time and obtain the Schrédinger
equation in the interaction picture as

0. Uy () = AHi(T)Uj (1), (B30)
where Hi(t) = —e™fc Hye=™!c, The imaginary time propaga-
tor U (7) can be explicitly expressed as

Up(t) = e Hee™™H (B31)

which can be verified by substituting into Eq. (B30). With
Egs. (B30) and (B31), we find

Trle PH] = Trle PHeU;(B)], (B32)
Trle PPN ()] = Trle PPU,(BN(0)],  (B33)
and
Trle PPN ()N (0)]
= Tr[e” P U (BU; (DN (DU (TN (0)]
= Trle T (U (B)Ni(T)N(0))], (B34)

where N;(t) = e™N(0)e~ ™ is the number operator in
the interaction picture. To the second order of A, we
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find

U(t) =1 —i—k/ dvHy(t))
0

+A2/ dr’/ dt"Hy(zHHy(z")+--- . (B35)
0 0

In the free rotor basis (¢|n) = €% /+/2m, which are eigen-
states of N and Hc with eigenvalues n and n”Ec, respectively,
we find

1
(1] cosglm) = = (Busrn+81m) (B36)

1
(n| cos p|k) (k| cos p|m) = Z(8n+1,k5k+1,m + 81, kOk—1, m

+ 801, k0k+1,m + 8n—1,k8k—1, m)-
(B37)

Therefore,

(n|Hi(z")In) = 0,
2

E
(n|Hi(z")Ik) (k|H(t")|n) = TC[&,H,an(T/ -1

+ 8;171,kF7n(7:, - ‘E//)], (B39)

(B38)

where

FE.(t) =exp[—Ect(1 + 2n)]. (B40)

Equation (B32) can be rewritten as

Tele ) =) e P (nUy(B)ln) . (B4D)
To the second order of A, according to Egs. (B35), (B38), and
(B39), we find

2

EZ
(U (B)ln) =1 = — CIK.(B) + K_.(B)] + 00Y),

(B42)
where
T 14
K,(t) = f dt/f di"F,(r' = 1)
0 0
_ 1 —tEc(142n)
(1 +2n)2E}
1
! (B43)

+ (1+2mEc (14 2n)2EE

The infinite series in the right-hand side of Eq. (B41) can
be evaluated at the limit SEc >> 1, where the infinite sum
is replaced by the lowest order in e #Fc in the summand.
Therefore,

Y e PETK,(B)
= PR L(B)

— E : 1 —BEc(n+1)?
2
(1 +2n)2E¢

n

B _ 1 —BEcn?
2 [(1 To2Ee (4 zn)zEg]e

n

B

-2 B44
Ee (B44)
Therefore, we find
Ec)?
Trle #1] =1 — ﬂTC + 0(2)0(e PEe), (B45)

According to Eq. (B42), we observe that (n|U;(B8)|n) is even
in n up the second order in A. Therefore, we find

Trle PP U;(BIN(O)] = Y ne™PE (n|U,(B)|n) = O(A%)

(B46)
to all orders of e PFc. To evaluate Eq. (B34), let us first
calculate the following:

(n|T" (U (B)Ni(r)N(0))|n)
= (n|N;(1)N(0)[n)

B

+A | di (T 1(1)0(0))|n)

A2 B B
+?/0 df'/o dt" (n|T (Hi(z")Hy(z")N;(1)Q(0))|n)

+ 003, (B47)

where the second term in the right-hand side vanish is due
to Eq. (B38). Now let us evaluate the last term in the right-
hand side of Eq. (B47). It can be written as four parts
22/2 30, Iin(T), where

I1n(f)=fo df//o dt” (n|Ny(O)T (Hi(z)H (t"))N (0)|n) ,

(B48)
by(7) = f v f " 4o (n|Hy(t" )N, (T)Hi (z )N (0)|n) ,

i t (B49)
Ly(T) = f " i / " dt (N (0N ) )

T : (B50)

B B
In(t) = f dv’ / d (n|T (Hi(x YHi (2 YN (DN O)]n)
(B51)

Using the short-hand notation introduced in Egs. (B40) and
(B57), we find
EZ
In(7) = —F[*Ko(1) + 1K (D)), (B52)

2
h(t) = %[n(n + DL, () +n(n — DL_,(7)], (B53)

Ly(7) = by (1), (B54)
E2
Ly(7) = f[nzlfn(ﬂ -0 +n*K_,(B—-1)], (B55)
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where

T B
L,(1t) = / dr’/ div"F,(z" = 1)
0 T

B T
=/ dr’/ di"F,(t' = 1)
T 0
1 - n n
— (1 " 2n)2E2 {e BEc (142, )(l _ e'L’Ec(1+2 ))
C
_e—rEC(H—Zn) + 1},

(B56)

and we have used the fact that

B 4 B—1 T
/ dt’/ di"F,(z' —1") = / dr’/ dt"E,(r' = 1)
T T 0 0

= K,(B —1).
(B57)
The real-time correlation function is

1 2 P
G@t) = W ZEiﬂEC" <n2 + 5 kz_l:lkn(it)>. (B58)

Let us go back to the real time by replacing 7 — it in
Eq. (B58) and then perform the low temperature approxima-
tion e PEc < 1. We need to evaluate

Z nan(it )e—nzﬂEc — Z nzK_n(l‘t)e—nzﬂEC
n n

= O(e PEo), (B59)

3" n(n+ DL(i0e P = 0(ePee),

n

Z n(n — 1)L7n(it)€_ﬁEC'lz — O(ePEc),

n

(B60)
(B61)
Do Ku(B — e P =N KB — it)e PE

1 —IiE —BE
= 52° 4+ 0(ePFe). (B62)

Based on these results, one readily observe that the leading
order contributions to the Green’s function are of the order
0(e PE)0(A%) and O([e #E<1°)O(A?). There first contribu-
tion comes from the first term in Eq. (B58) while the second
contribution comes from Iy, (it ). Therefore, we find

2e PEc 4 \2e~iEct 12 4 O(A2)O(e PEC)
1 — BEcA2/2 4+ O(A2)O(e—PEc)

G@t) = (B63)

From the numerator of Eq. (B63), one concludes that as long
as e PEc ) « 1, the numerator is a good approximation to
Tr[N;(t)N(0)e #7]. From the denominator of see that the
Matsubara perturbative approach works well if BEcA? < 1.
Keeping only second order of A? and the first order in e~#Fc,
one can replace the denominator in Eq. (B63) with 1 and ob-
tain Eq. (68). Furthermore, in the zero-temperature limit given
by Eq. (40), e PFc « A2 and therefore Eq. (B63) reduces to
Eq. (41) in the main text.
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